Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Complementary and Alternative Medical Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOCAMR_143487

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EFFECT OF TETRAPLEURA TETRAPTERA (AIDAN FRUIT) ON THE HORMONES AND UTERUS OF POSTPARTUM WISTAR RAT

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	 
The manuscript investigates the effect of Tetrapleura tetraptera (Aidan fruit), a widely used medicinal plant in African ethnomedicine, on postpartum reproductive hormones and uterine weight in Wistar rats. This study is relevant as it attempts to provide scientific evidence for the plant’s traditional use in postpartum care and fertility regulation. The research addresses a culturally significant practice and contributes to the growing body of knowledge on herbal medicine and reproductive health. However, the study requires substantial revision to improve scientific rigor, clarity, and interpretation of the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, but could be made more precise. Suggested revision:

“Effects of Tetrapleura tetraptera (Aidan Fruit) Extract on Reproductive Hormones and Uterine Weight in Postpartum Wistar Rats.”


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract summarizes the study but requires better organization. It should explicitly state the methodology (including doses), key results with statistical significance, and concise conclusions. Phrases such as “consumed with caution” should be softened or supported with stronger evidence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
The study design is acceptable, but there are several issues:

1.
The grouping of animals is confusing (inclusion of male rats though not directly analyzed). Clarify their role.

2.
The dose selection (60, 80, 90 mg/kg) is not justified with prior studies.

3.
Sample size per group (n=5–7) is relatively small and not clearly justified statistically.

4.
The discussion cites some references but does not critically compare findings with previous literature. Stronger linkage to mechanisms of hormone regulation and uterine physiology is required.

5.
Some conclusions (risk of infertility) are speculative and not fully supported by the presented data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but not fully up to date. Some citations are from older sources (e.g., 2004, 2009). It is recommended to include more recent studies on Tetrapleura tetraptera and phytochemicals affecting reproductive hormones. Ensure proper formatting and consistency.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English is understandable but requires substantial editing for grammar, clarity, and scientific style. There are frequent tense shifts, run-on sentences, and awkward expressions (e.g., “pregnancy confirmed that mating was successful”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are clear but should include statistical values (p-values, test type) in figure legends. Figures/graphs could improve data visualization. The discussion should avoid over-interpretation and instead emphasize limitations and the need for further research.
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